THE  REBUILDING   OF  LONDON
the matter was debated by and amongst the authorities con-
cerned. For a time the question lay between an entirely new
ground plan and the former plan drastically amended. Then,
when it was realized that the first was impossible, the debate
changed to the nature and extent of the improvements to be
made. Charles's known interest stimulated those round him,
the urgency of the calamity drove the City forward. Though
the preoccupation of King and Parliament caused unnecessary
delay, in the end, on February 8th, 1667, the Royal assent
was given to 'An Act for the rebuilding of the City of
London*1 This determined the whole controversy. It was
not a very satisfactory measure. Only constant pressure from
the City had induced Parliament to turn from other matters
in order to give consideration to it, and only Charles's know-
ledge of the urgency of the situation had caused him to defer
prorogation until it had been passed. In its final form it bore
all the marks of a difficult yet hurried passage through the
committee stage. Its drafting was not impeccable. It was not
properly rounded off and within a few months the City was
compelled to promote a supplementary Bill. But certain broad
improvements had survived and, supplemented by the wise
use by the King and the City of the discretion left to them in
matters of detail, they represented the extent to which the new
London was an improvement on the old.
Following the example of John Gwynn, the architect, it
has been customary to affirm that no improvements were
made, and to declare that a great opportunity was given and
rejected. The blame has been laid on the shoulders of
'interested* citizens, and on a city government too weak to
resist them. Wren's grandson set out in its fullest form
the story of the citizens' narrowness and obstinacy* Writing
of the plan for a new London which his grandfather had
produced,* he roundly declared that The Practicability of
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2 A full examination of the 'rejection* of this plan would be out of pla<fc at this
point. Those who are interested are asked to turn to Appendix A.
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